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July 20 while serving with his brigade 
in Baghdad. In a memorial service at 
Valley Springs High School, over 200 
mourners gathered to pay their re-
spects for this fallen soldier and to 
comfort his family. He was later laid to 
rest at Western Grove Cemetery in 
Harrison, AR. 

The loss of this special young man is 
a sobering reminder of the tragic 
human cost of war. The loss of any of 
our brave men and women in uniform 
is felt by not only their friends and 
loved ones but also by communities 
and families across our Nation that 
they fought to defend. 

Words cannot adequately express the 
sorrow felt in the hearts of the family 
and loved ones of Derek Plowman, but 
I pray they can find solace in the cou-
rageous way he lived his life. My 
thoughts and prayers are with his 
mother and stepfather, Kim and An-
drew Campbell, his father, Donald 
Plowman, his brothers and sisters, and 
with all those who knew and loved him. 

f 

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 
ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2005 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. Each Congress, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduce hate 
crimes legislation that would add new 
categories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 
Likewise, each Congress I have come to 
the floor to highlight a separate hate 
crime that has occurred in our coun-
try. 

On July 28, 2006, in Detroit, MI, Julia 
Lynn Marsh, a male transvestite, was 
physically and verbally assaulted by 
three men. According to sources, 
Marsh suffered injuries to the head 
after being struck by a crowbar. It ap-
pears Marsh was targeted solely be-
cause of his sexual orientation. 

I believe that the Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement 
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can 
become substance. I believe that by 
passing this legislation and changing 
current law, we can change hearts and 
minds as well. 

f 

GULF OF MEXICO ENERGY 
SECURITY ACT 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, the 
Senate passed one of the most impor-
tant bills it has considered this year. 
We passed legislation that I believe is 
the most important thing we can do in 
the near-term to stabilize our energy 
prices and expand our energy supply. 

This is American can-do legislation. 
With this bill, we are bringing vast re-
serves of American energy onshore 
from the American real estate that we 
own out in the ocean. 

We are doing it safely, cleanly, and 
responsibly. We are bringing this clean 
energy onshore so our businesses can 
prosper, our farmers can prosper, and 

American families can have much 
needed relief from high energy costs. 

Right now, energy is on all of our 
minds. Oil prices continue to climb be-
cause of instability in oil rich regions. 
Today, oil hovers at just below $75 a 
barrel. Natural gas prices are climbing 
because of the intense heat in many re-
gions of our country. This week, the 
price jumped 11 percent in 1 day, and 
right now it is at $8.05 per million 
Btu—that price is four times higher 
than it was 6 years ago. 

Let me tell you why Americans care 
so much. Between 1999 and 2005, the 
price of natural gas in the United 
States increased by 289 percent. At the 
same time, we lost over 3 million U.S. 
jobs in the manufacturing sector. 

The heat wave gripping our Nation 
has made energy supply and energy 
prices a topic of real concern for all of 
us. As I speak, the lights in the hall-
ways of the Senate and House office 
buildings are dimmed to conserve en-
ergy during this heat wave. 

I think it is fitting that during a 
time of strong national concern over 
our soaring energy prices, the Senate 
will pass by what I expect to be a wide 
margin a bill to bring 1.2 billion barrels 
of oil and 5.8 trillion cubic feet of nat-
ural gas to market. Every once in 
awhile, we get it just right. This is one 
of those times. 

I am particularly pleased that we did 
this bill in a way that reinvests in our 
environment. For decades, our coastal 
States have produced much of the oil 
and gas this Nation consumes. They 
will no longer sit back and go along 
with leasing without the compensation 
needed to fix the energy infrastructure 
and coastal environment that is so 
critical to our domestic energy sur-
vival. 

Our coastal States provide 27 percent 
of our oil and 20 percent of the natural 
gas. MMS estimates that Gulf of Mex-
ico production is expected to rise with-
in the next several years to about 23 
percent of our Nation’s natural gas 
production and 40 percent of U.S. oil 
production. 

In addition, our coastal States host 
nearly 50 percent of our refining infra-
structure. The hurricanes last fall and 
the soaring energy prices afterward re-
minded all of us how critical the coast-
al States’ production and infrastruc-
ture are to our energy supply. 

I am pleased that today marks the 
beginning of the end of the days of 
turning our backs on our coastal 
States while we turn our energy dollars 
over to hostile regimes. 

I am pleased that the bill invests a 
portion of our royalties in the coastal 
States and the coastal environment in-
stead of forfeiting all royalties and 
sending that money to hostile govern-
ments to buy their energy. I hope the 
Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act 
marks the beginning of the end of this 
long cycle of sending our dollars 
abroad to buy the energy we use here 
at home. 

This bill represents America stepping 
up to the plate to solve our energy 

problems. It opens up 8.3 million new 
acres to development of nearly 6 tril-
lion cubic feet of natural gas and 1.26 
billion barrels of oil. We are talking 
about enough natural gas to heat and 
cool nearly 6 million homes for 15 
years. 

The proof of the substantive merits 
of this bill lies in is its broad support 
around the Nation from America’s ag-
ricultural community, manufacturing 
community, producers of chemicals 
and plastics, the textile industry, the 
utility sector, and small businesses. 
Literally, thousands of consumer 
groups representing millions of Ameri-
cans and millions of American jobs say 
the same thing—that S. 3711 provides 
the much needed relief for the Amer-
ican people. 

That is why this bill is right for 
America. It is right for our national se-
curity. It is right for our economy, our 
businesses, our farms, and our families. 
I am pleased at the strong support for 
this measure. 

I thank the following Energy Com-
mittee staff for their hard work on this 
bill: Frank Macchiarola, Bruce Evans, 
Marnie Funk, Angela Harper, Kara 
Gleason, and Kristina Rolph. 

f 

NOMINATIONS HOLDS 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, the 
plight of countless rural communities 
in Oregon and across the country may 
take a turn for the worse due to the 
impending expiration of the county 
payments legislation. For this reason, I 
am putting a hold on the following two 
Bush nominees to express my con-
tinuing dissatisfaction with the admin-
istration’s lack of attention to the 
needs of people in more than 700 rural 
counties in over 40 States: John Ray 
Correll, Director of the Office of Sur-
face Mining, Interior Department and 
Mark Myers, Director of the U.S. Geo-
logical Services, Interior Department. 

In addition, I would also object to 
any unanimous consent allowing Mr. 
Correll, Mr. Myers, and Mr. Bernhardt 
to remain on the calendar. Instead, I 
request that these three nominations 
be returned to the White House during 
the congressional August recess. Rule 
31 paragraph 6 of the Senate Rules pro-
vides that when the Senate will be in 
recess for more than 30 days, any nomi-
nation in committee or on the Senate 
Calendar must be returned to the 
White House unless the Senate, by 
unanimous consent, allows a nominee 
to remain on the calendar. 

To date, the administration has pro-
posed only one solution to funding 
county payments, and it is one that 
many of us find unacceptable. The 
county payments law, which provides a 
stable revenue source for education, 
roads and other county services in 
rural areas, is due to expire at the end 
of this year. In early 2005, I cospon-
sored a bipartisan bill, S. 267, to reau-
thorize county payments for another 7 
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years. In February, the administration 
proposed reauthorizing the law for only 
5 years while cutting funding by 60 per-
cent and funding that reduced portion 
with a controversial Federal land sale 
scheme. 

Senator BAUCUS and I have proposed 
a sensible, alternative funding source 
for county payments. Our legislation 
fully funds county payments by ensur-
ing that a portion of Federal taxes are 
withheld from payments by the Federal 
government to government contrac-
tors. The Federal Government cur-
rently does not withhold taxes when it 
pays government contractors. In May, 
the Republican-led Congress approved 
a major tax bill that uses our funding 
provision to instead provide tax cuts 
for the most fortunate Americans, 
leaving rural counties with fewer op-
tions and growing fiscal concerns. 

As I have said before, I will hold 
these nominees and every nominee 
coming after them, if necessary, until 
the administration steps to the plate 
and delivers some leadership in finding 
a way to fund county payments. 

f 

RENEWABLE ENERGY 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to join Senator GRASSLEY and 
other distinguished Senate colleagues 
in cosponsoring S. Con. Res. 97. Under 
this concurrent resolution, the United 
States sets a goal to provide at least 25 
percent of the total energy consumed 
in the United States from renewable 
resources by January 1, 2025. 

I have said many times and very 
firmly believe that our energy future 
will be grown on our farms, ranches, 
and forests. 

In my State of Montana, our farmers 
are already producing food and fiber for 
our country. Before long, they will be 
producing food, fiber, and fuel as agri-
culture will become part of the energy 
business. It is important we have the 
technology available so we do not have 
to choose between producing food or 
fuel. In Montana and elsewhere, tech-
nology is already being developed to 
produce cellulosic ethanol. Unlike tra-
ditional corn-based ethanol, cellulosic 
ethanol will use materials such as 
wheat straw and barley straw. These 
materials, once discarded as waste, can 
now be turned into energy. 

On August 8, 2005, this Congress 
passed one of the most comprehensive 
energy research, development, and con-
servation bills this country has seen in 
decades: the Energy Policy Act of 2005. 
Now, just 1 year later, the initial out-
comes are impressive. Twenty-seven 
new ethanol plants have broken 
ground. Over 400 E85 pumps have been 
installed. New wind power production 
has spurred over $3 billion in economic 
activity and generated 2,000 megawatts 
of new usable wind power online. These 
figures are staggering but pale in com-
parison to the accomplishments that 
are possible in the next 20 years. 

We have set an ambitious goal. I am 
pleased this resolution does not include 
mandates for how to achieve this en-

ergy vision. The combination of Amer-
ican ingenuity and widespread public 
support for this initiative will move 
the free market toward achieving this 
attainable goal. 

f 

HOSTILITIES BETWEEN 
HEZBOLLAH AND ISRAEL 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join Senator DODD, Senator 
SUNUNU and our other cosponsors in of-
fering Senate Resolution 548, which ex-
presses the sense of the Senate regard-
ing the need for the United States and 
the international community to take 
certain actions with respect to the hos-
tilities between Hezbollah and Israel. 

Like all Americans, I am deeply con-
cerned about the ongoing violence and 
the loss of civilian lives in the Middle 
East. 

Hezbollah, an organization on the 
State Department’s list of terrorist or-
ganizations, must accept full responsi-
bility for sparking this latest round of 
violence. I support Israel’s right to de-
fend itself in response to Hezbollah’s 
acts of terrorism against it. As this 
resolution urges, I hope that the gov-
ernments of Iran and Syria will end 
their material and logistical support 
for Hezbollah and use their significant 
influence over Hezbollah to disarm the 
group and release all kidnapped pris-
oners. 

As this resolution also urges, I favor 
the United States and the inter-
national community working with the 
governments of Israel and Lebanon on 
an urgent basis to attain a cessation in 
the hostilities between Hezbollah and 
Israel based on: the safe return of 
Israeli soldiers held by Hezbollah; the 
disarmament of Hezbollah, the removal 
of all Hezbollah forces from southern 
Lebanon, and the replacement of those 
forces with army and security forces of 
the Government of Lebanon; an reach-
ing an agreement to fully implement 
United Nations Security Counsel Reso-
lution 1559 and to create and deploy an 
international stabilization force with a 
clear mandate to enforce a permanent 
ceasefire. 

I also hope that the U.S. Government 
and the international community will 
work together to organize an inter-
national donors conference to solicit 
and ensure the provision of inter-
national support for the reconstruction 
of Lebanon’s infrastructure; and to re-
main engaged to promote sustainable 
peace and security for Israel and Leb-
anon and the greater Middle East. 

f 

EUROPEAN UNION COMPLIANCE TO 
THE KYOTO TREATY 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I want 
to address a growing misperception 
concerning the European Union’s abil-
ity to meet its obligations under the 
Kyoto Treaty. There are many climate 
change skeptics who claim that the EU 
will not be able to meet their green-
house gas emission reduction targets 
under the Kyoto Treaty. In turn, they 
argue that the U.S. should not partici-

pate in any ‘‘cap and trade’’ system for 
the reduction of greenhouse gas emis-
sions. 

Under the Kyoto Treaty, the EU has 
committed to greenhouse gas reduc-
tions target of 8 percent below their 
1990 emission levels and covers the 
years 2008 through 2012. This target is 
shared by the 15 EU member states, 
EU–15, that existed at the time of the 
EU ratification of the protocol in May 
2001. An additional 10 countries joined 
the EU in May 2004, eight of which 
have individual targets under Kyoto 
that range from 6 to 8 percent below 
the 1990 levels. Two of them, Malta and 
Cyprus, are developing countries and, 
therefore, do not have any emission 
targets under the treaty. 

In December 2005, the EU, as required 
by the Kyoto Treaty, reported on the 
progress made toward reducing green-
house gas emissions. The report indi-
cated that EU policies and actions by 
member states to date have made an-
nual carbon dioxide emissions reduc-
tions of 5.5 percent in the year 2003 
across all 25 of the EU member states, 
EU–25. 

The report makes the following as-
sessments: 

For the EU–15: 

Existing measures to reduce emissions of 
greenhouse gases that are projected to be 1.6 
percent below the year 1990 levels in 2010. 
Savings from additional domestic policies 
and measures being planned by the EU–15 
would result in total emission reductions of 
6.8 percent. 

EU–15 member states forecast that they 
will be able to achieve lower emissions of 9.3 
percent below the year 1990 levels through 
the use of the Kyoto flexibility mechanisms 
in the year 2010. They include such activities 
as emissions trading, forest sequestration, 
and participating in International projects 
that result in greenhouse gas reductions 
through the Joint Implementation and Clean 
Development Mechanism programs. 

For the EU–25: 
The total of all member states’ projections 

of greenhouse gas emissions will be 5 percent 
below base year levels in 2010 as a result of 
measures already implemented. 

The implementation of additional meas-
ures is projected to reduce the EU–25 green-
house gas emissions to 9.3 percent below 1990 
levels by 2010 and, with the use of Kyoto 
flexibility mechanisms, to 11.3 percent below 
the year 1990 levels. 

The December 2005 report concludes 
that the EU–15 states can meet their 
target of 8 percent below the 1990 levels 
if the additional domestic measures 
and the Kyoto flexibility mechanisms 
that are planned are implemented. 

According to the February 14, 2006 
statement of the acting head of the 
United Nations Framework Convention 
on Climate Change, Richard Kinley, 34 
industrialized countries under the 
Kyoto Treaty were ‘‘on their way to 
lower their emissions levels by at least 
3.5% below the 1990 levels during the 
first commitment period.’’ ‘‘With the 
help of additional measures and the use 
of Kyoto market-based mechanisms, 
they will as a group be able reach their 
agreed Kyoto reduction targets.’’ 
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